A sort of lawyerly omnipresence in popular consciousness is also revealed in the wide proliferation of lawyer jokes. Rarely as complimentary as television portrayals, these circulate at a great rate of speed. Some spoof the ethical standards of a profession duty-bound to represent repulsive individuals or unpopular causes:
The devil visited a lawyer's office and made him an offer. "I can arrange some things for you," the devil said. "I'll increase your income five-fold. Your partners will love you; your clients will respect you; you'll have four months of vacation each year and live to be a hundred. All I require in return is that your wife's soul, your children's souls, and their children's souls rot in hell for eternity."
The lawyer thought for a moment. "What's the catch?" he asked.
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Others play on the gap between law and common sense:
A man went to a brain store to get some brain to complete a study. He sees a sign remarking on the quality of professional brain offered at this particular brain store. He begins to question the butcher about the cost of these brains.
"How much does it cost for engineer brain?" "Three dollars an ounce." "How much does it cost for programmer brain?" "Four dollars an ounce." "How much for lawyer brain?" "Why is lawyer brain so much more?" "Do you know how many lawyers we had to kill to get one ounce of brain?" Marc Galanter, who wrote a scholarly tome on the topic, told the Wisconsin Lawyer that "lawyer jokes often mock lawyers as being arrogant, shifty, pushy, and so on", emphasizing "the flip side of lawyers' virtues: their focus, resourcefulness, persistence." Recurrent themes, he says portray lawyers as "liars, economic predators, allies of the devil, fomenters of strife, and enemies of justice" or as "betrayers of trust, morally deficient, objects of scorn", and, ominously, "targets for extinction."
2 Though there is a high degree of interchangeability with jokes aimed at politicians (frequently lawyers in any event) and with ethnic jokes (where the humour in speaking of 6,000
people at the bottom of the sea as a "good start" is much less apparent), the urge to satirize lawyers or to spoof them has been surprisingly persistent over the centuries. are we to make of the antiquity of the legal profession, its historic importance, and its contemporary cultural resonances? Is long history in and of itself a source of pride or, perhaps, embarrassment? Or, contra. Frye, is history irrelevant to contemporary circumstances? Should this anniversary be cause for celebration, for earnest reflection, for affirmation, or for rupture? There seems to be something important here, if only because lawyers have a special relationship to the idea of law and to legal ideals, both of which define our political culture. The fact that a very high a proportion of political leaders, intellectuals, activists, opinion makers, business leaders, and rabble rousers, have been drawn from or strongly influenced by the legal profession shows, at a minimum and for good or ill, that the legal profession has mattered immensely to Canada.
The phrase "the legal profession" points, ambiguously, to both the organized legal profession in the form of provincial law societies or their equivalents and the activities or actions of individual lawyers or groups of lawyers working in their professional roles. think. 14 The subject of Foster's study, however, gave "a damn about the law." Priest-was disbarred in 1937. The pattern of individuals who are "outsiders" in one or other fashion playing significant roles in sustaining the legal system's integrity is a common one in professional history. Indeed, on reflection, the point is so obvious as to be almost tautological. Insiders, by definition, never challenge the power-elites they serve. The languages and institutions of law are powerful, however. Unlike purely political fora, they are bound by standards of integrity, procedure, consistency, and propriety that render them particularly susceptible to influence by outside demands calling, in one form or another, for consistency with articulated principle, or pointing to system-failures. One was inspired by the nuns who taught her in a Catholic school, while another engaged feminist lawyering in reaction to her Catholicism. Nonetheless, as a group they had the confidence to believe they could make a difference and they acted accordingly.
The tale of inclusions and exclusions -the difference that 'difference' makes -is not concluded as we approach the second decade of the twenty-first century. Neither are the other stories that pervade a history of the legal profession. Lawyers as a group have probably always been -and always will be -divided between those for whom law is an intensely important ideal and those who "don't give a damn for law" and just want to get things done. The see-saw pulls of integrity as against the urge to authoritarianism, selfinterest, or corruption are constant themes in human history.
Throughout this volume there are stories of more or less heroic individuals who stood up against powerful structures and powerful personalities in order to uphold enduring legal values. It is troubling that, more often than not, the organized legal profession as such has seemed incapable of acting on the side of the gods. Zealous advocates and heroic individuals have often been able to pursue their work only in the shadows of the organized profession. One does not, apparently, look to venerable institutions for heroic leadership. Nonetheless, the structures, cultures, and traditions of legal professionalism are such as to provide some institutional protection for quixotic individuals within the fold. Even on the matter of outsider access to careers in law, there have always been a few established lawyers willing to sponsor and mentor newcomers, whatever the challenge. There is an immense difference here between a self-governing profession, whatever its flaws may be, and one regulated directly by state authorities.
History's lesson here may simply be that we should be grateful for small mercies and, perhaps, not expect too much.
There is heroism too associated with business law and corporate practice. We end then, as we began, with questions rather than answers. History is good at interpreting the past and helpful in casting key issues in relief. It is however notoriously
